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Abstract 
This project’s focus is upon the discourse of Uganda’s president, Yoweri Museveni, in regards to the 
anti-homosexuality law he signed in February 2014. By use of discourse analysis on two of 
Museveni’s speeches, one prior and one post to the signing of the bill, a deeper insight will be made 
regarding the intentions of the president. A contextualizing chapter of Uganda’s history and the 
inclusion of post-development theory and aid theory will assist in the analysis, and indicate whether 
the discourse is a symbol of emancipation from the structural dominance of the Global North. Finally, 
a discussion will touch upon a possible change in post-colonial relations and the future of foreign aid 
in the international system.  
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Problem Area 
This project seeks to examine whether it is possible to pinpoint a post-colonial emancipation in the 
discourse of Ugandan President Yoweri Museveni in the recent case of the Ugandan anti-
homosexuality bill, signed in 2014. This very narrow focus is derived from the acknowledgement that 
the entire case is complex and includes several aspects and parties of interest. The signing of the bill 
did not appear out of thin air. A long and winding road has led up to it and political, historical, social 
and cultural aspects factor in. These will be elaborated on in the contextualizing chapter.  
Museveni is, in his position as president, a representative of Uganda, albeit as an individual he cannot 
be regarded as representative of the entire population. Despite the fact that the bill has received 
massive national support, Museveni is responsible and accountable not just towards the Ugandan 
people, but also towards the international system.  
In this project, focus is mainly kept on Uganda’s relationship with the Global North, as Uganda has 
historically been highly dependent on aid from this part of the world. In addition, the Global North is 
likewise dependent on a good relationship with Uganda. 
It is this relationship that has been contested by the anti-homosexuality law, exposing a power 
struggle. This struggle will be investigated by looking at the discursive practice of Museveni in 
speeches held in 2011 and 2014 and will lead to a discussion concerning future consequences and 
possibilities kindled by the signing of the anti-homosexuality law. 
 
Problem formulation 
How can the discourses of President Museveni in the anti-homosexuality case be explained? 
 
 
Working questions 
-          What discourses can be found in Museveni’s speeches that may lay the ground for Uganda’s 
position in this case? 
-          Can the positioning of Uganda be seen as a post-colonial emancipation from the Global North 
and its aid? 
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Contextualizing the Case 
The following presents an account of important aspects that assist to set the broader frames of the 
complex case study. The chapter will firstly account for recent Ugandan history with a focus on parts 
that have been deemed relevant for this project. Next Uganda’s role in the international system and 
the reasons behind its role as a traditionally favored aid recipient are explained. Lastly, the focus is 
narrowed down on the case of the anti-homosexuality law, its evolvement, the actors involved and 
the context surrounding it. 
 
A brief account of Ugandan history 
In the following, a short and selective introduction to recent Ugandan history is presented, 
contributing to the understanding of the Ugandan national identity and to the situation in which 
Museveni today positions himself. 
 
The current borders of Uganda were drawn in 1894, when Uganda became a British protectorate. This 
united several organized kingdoms, notably the kingdoms of Buganda, Bunyoro and Ankole. In 1958, 
Uganda was given internal self-governance and in 1962, it was given independence (BBC News: 
Uganda Profile 2014). This independence is what post-colonial scholars call flag independence, 
implying that genuine independence of economic and value-based neocolonial structures is not a 
given, which will be elaborated later on (Annex 4:15). 
 
Whereas most colonial territories gained independence because of national political parties’ fight for 
such, a united Ugandan freedom struggle was never executed, owing to the great ethnic, political and 
religious diversity, a remnant of the former kingdoms. Some kingdoms were traditionally in a higher 
degree connected to the British protectorate because of shared religion and eventually, when 
independence came about, it was mainly on initiative of the British (Mwakikagile 2012: 15). 
 
Following came decades of political instability and coups, with diverging dictatorial leaders such as 
Buganda’s King Mutesa II, Milton Obote, Idi Amin, Godfrey Binaisa and Tito Okello. In 1986, the 
National Resistance Army (NRA) rebels overthrew Okello and installed Museveni as president (BBC 
News: Uganda Profile 2014). This has been said to be the first successful take-over by a homegrown 
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insurgency, without support from neighboring countries or others external actors, in post-colonial 
Uganda. In 1995, a new constitution replaced the presidency with a non-party all inclusive movement 
system, which embraced marginalized groups and the military in the parliament. Political opposition 
was at the same time abated. It was in this constitution that many of the colonial laws from the United 
Kingdom were transferred into the post-colonial constitution of Uganda (Uganda High Commission 
2014). Museveni became president again as a result of the first direct election held by the movement 
system in 1996 (ibid.). Museveni was elected for a second term in 2001 with a significant majority 
voting for him, but claimed that it was to be his last term in presidency (ibid.). In a national 
referendum in July 2005, a decision to return to multiparty politics was enacted and in 2006, the first 
multiparty elections were held. Despite his earlier claim not to run again, Museveni and the NRA 
were elected again and, despite doubts concerning the democratic legitimacy from both the 
international system and the main opposition, the result was accepted. In the latest election in 2011, 
Museveni was re-elected, awarding him the dubious title of the fifth longest serving leader in Africa 
- a fact that has been highly criticized by the international system (Reuters Africa News Blog 2011). 
In this case study, it is important to regard Museveni as an individual with personal political motives, 
which impacts the case.  
 
Despite allegations of corruption (Radio Netherlands Worldwide 2013), Museveni has managed to 
maintain a noticeable degree of popularity, as he won the latest election in 2011 with 68.38 % out of 
circa 8 million votes cast (African Election Database 2011). However, this needs to be regarded 
critically, as the entire population in 2011 was circa 35 million and the election itself, though deemed 
peaceful, was criticized for sporadic irregularities and accounts of corruption (International New York 
Times 2011). 
 
On foreign policy, since 1997 Museveni has commanded Ugandan troops in military interventions in 
neighboring states that he perceived as hostile, amongst them DR Congo and Somalia (BBC News: 
Uganda Profile 2014). The effect of some of these interventions on Ugandan relations with the Global 
North will be elaborated on further down. 
 
In his presidential period, Museveni has engaged in several interregional collaborations such as the 
African Union (AU), East African Community (EAC) and the Common Market for Eastern and 
Southern Africa (COMESA). According to Holger Bernt, Professor Emeritus at Center for African 
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Studies at Copenhagen University, Uganda has built a position of influence on the sociopolitics of 
the region and can be seen as frontrunner in several fields, including in the issue of anti-homosexuality 
legislation (Annex 4: 13). 
 
Uganda as a donor darling 
The case study approach prescribes examining the individual country and the dynamics, which arise 
as a result of interaction with the international system. Whilst maintaining the general notion of 
exploitive structures of North-South relations, when looking at Uganda it becomes apparent that the 
Global North also has interests in preserving a good relation. This is due to several economic, 
developmental and geostrategic factors.  
 
When looking upon Uganda, the country is in the midst of a rising development in economic terms, 
having maintained economic growth through the last decades. However, given their poor standards 
since the independence the increase in development and growth must be considered in relative terms. 
According to the World Bank, Uganda has seen an increase of over 300% in the nation’s GDP 
between the period 2003-2012, which has led to a higher purchase power parity and longer life 
expectancy (World Bank 2014). This positive change started occurring circa early 1990s and can 
highly be connected to the political stabilization with the initial inauguration of Museveni, which 
brought about noticeable improvements in infrastructure, health and education. Amongst other 
factors, an increasing and dynamic tertiary sector secures a high growth rate, but as of 2009, 80% of 
the Ugandan population was still dependent on a narrow agricultural economic base (OECD 2009). 
Despite of this, the overall economic development made Uganda an African success story throughout 
the 1990s and a desirable collaborate in regards to foreign aid and investment from the Global North. 
In addition, it showed good success rates in the implementation of several HIV/AIDS-programs, a 
narrative that has befitted the Northern donors well as a justification towards their domestic 
populations of the bilateral aid (The Maxwell School of Syracuse University 2008). 
As of 2011, the total assistance given to Uganda summed up to $1.6 billion dollars, making out an 
influential part of the country’s GDP. In regards to its GNI, 9.9% of this increase is due to aid (African 
Studies Center, University of Pennsylvania 2011). 
 
An aspect that has made Uganda attractive as a partner in development for large parts of the Global 
North, is the legacy of the English language left behind from the former colonizer. English is still the 
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main official language (African Studies Center, University of Pennsylvania 2011), which aids greatly 
in implementing international development schemes and eases communication between Uganda and 
its donors. 
Another important factor has been Uganda’s geo-strategic position between failed and unsteady states 
such as the Sudans and Somalia. The Global North has special interests in maintaining good relations 
with Uganda, as they are seen to be a Christian bulwark, in a region that has fostered several Islamist 
militia groups (Annex 4: 11). Through the 2000’s Museveni actively worked to send the message to 
donors that Uganda was to be seen as a partner in the global war on terror (African Affairs 2012). As 
late as 2012, Uganda engaged in military interventions to support the UN-backed government in 
Mogadishu (BBC News: Why is Uganda fighting in ’hellish’ Somalia 2012). For these reasons, the 
relationship between Uganda and its Northern donors can be seen as including a dialectic and 
mutually dependent aspect. 
 
Contextualizing the case of the anti-homosexuality bill 
As all of Africa, Uganda too is diverse in culture and it is therefore not possible to determine whether 
homosexuality was altogether accepted precolonially or not. However, according to Murray and 
Roscoe (2001) several accounts of practiced and accepted homosexuality throughout the African 
continent have been made by European missionaries since the 16th century - the Sub-Saharan region 
included. This was often highlighted in such accounts as a justification for the Christian interference. 
In several cases, instances of same-gender marriages and sexual conduct as rites of passage have been 
recorded and Murray and Roscoe conclude that homosexuality has been a consistent and logical 
feature of African societies and belief systems (2001: Preface XV). 
 
Anti-homosexuality - a colonial legacy  
In fact, precolonial Ugandan territories had never had official criminal provisions on homosexuality 
before British colonial rule (Englander 2011: 1269). The attempt to regulate sexuality was brought 
about and manifested through colonial legislation. This was executed through the Indian Penal Code 
Section 377, criminalizing “carnal intercourse against the order of nature with any man, woman, or 
animal” (ibid.), specifically aimed at homosexuality. Later on, it was expanded to also criminalize 
the passive sexual partner with the Queensland Penal Code. These codes were passed without native 
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African consent. (ibid.) The anti-homosexuality bill of the present day is therefore merely a tightening 
of preexistent laws instituted by the former colonizers.  
The bill harshens the existing punishments with up to life sentences for aggravated homosexuality, 
which entails intercourse with a minor and intercourse whilst being HIV-positive. It also criminalizes 
the act of aiding or abetting individuals to engage in homosexual intercourse, as well as conspiracy 
to commit and promotion of homosexual activities. Furthermore, it also criminalizes lesbianism for 
the first time (Annex 3). 
 
Ugandan anti-homosexuality today 
Today it is widely believed that homosexuality is a Western import (Murray and Roscoe 2001: 
Preface XV). Another colonial legacy is the widespread religiousness (CIA World Factbook 2014). 
Since the instatement of Museveni to power, foreign evangelical organizations, especially from the 
US, have been present and very influential on the formation of social policy in Uganda and have been 
prominent in igniting the anti-homosexual sentiment (Englander 2011: 1270). They gained popularity 
and recognition through implementation of successful HIV/AIDS programs (ibid.: 1271). With 
internationally prominent religious leaders backing the movement, some extreme messages that have 
been spread throughout the country are that homosexuality is contagious and that homosexuals are 
responsible for luring minors into it and for spreading HIV/AIDS. Another strong message spread is 
that of a homosexual mission to ruin family structures and traditional Ugandan society, in order to 
replace it with chaos and sexual promiscuity (ibid. 1272). Member of Parliament David Bahati is 
closely tied with these organizations and is alleged to have worked with them in drafting the anti-
homosexuality bill of 2009 (Weyel 2010: 417). Popular local religious leaders have also joined the 
choir and succeed to compete in congregational rallying inflamed by anti-homosexuality (RH Reality 
Check, 2010). 
Ugandan media, especially the tabloid press, has also played a part in igniting popular sentiment, 
especially since the 2009 proposal of the bill. In one extreme instance, in October 2010 the tabloid 
newspaper, the Ugandan tabloid newspaper Rolling Stone, published names of openly homosexuals 
residing in Uganda, under the headline “Hang Them” (Weyel 2011: 421). One of these, gay rights 
activist David Kato, was murdered the following year (The Guardian 2011). 
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Anti-homosexuality - not just a national phenomenon 
The colonial legacy of anti-homosexual legislation is not confined to Uganda. Today homosexuality 
is criminalized in 38 African countries, including, amongst others, former British colonies Kenya, 
Nigeria, Tanzania and Zimbabwe (Amnesty International Facts and Figures 2014). The sharpened 
rhetoric of the Ugandan political climate on homosexuality is also seen in other African countries. In 
Nigeria, for instance, similar legislation was passed on January 7 2014 (International New York 
Times 2014). Liberia, Burundi and South Sudan have likewise seen attempts to extend criminalization 
of homosexuality within the past five years (Amnesty International Facts and Figures 2014). 
 
The contemporary debate 
The remnant colonial anti-homosexuality legislation remained in effect though somewhat dormant 
from 1986 onwards (Weyel 2010: 416). With the presence of foreign Evangelicals, through the early 
2000’s the debate of anti-homosexuality started to set the agenda, and large demonstrations against 
homosexuality in 2007 initially called on the focus of international media (Washington Post 2007). 
When Bahati first introduced the anti-homosexuality bill in 2009, it entailed death penalty for 
aggravated homosexuality. It also made failure to report homosexual offences within 24 hours by 
“any person in authority” punishable (Weyel 2010: 417). Sparking strong reactions from the 
international system, especially the UK, Canada, and US Museveni was pressured to shelve the bill, 
warning Parliament that it had now become a “foreign policy issue” (Weyel 2011: 420). In 2012, 
Speaker of Parliament Rebecca Kadaga publicly promised the passing of the bill as a “Christmas 
gift” for the people (Weyel 2013: 422), increasing domestic political pressure on Museveni. In 2011, 
the killing of David Kato triggered another wave of international response, US President Barack 
Obama sending a strong message that the US would “recommit to Kato’s work” (IRIN 2011).  Shortly 
after, Bahati relaunched a draft of the bill with moderations; death penalty was replaced by life 
sentence and the duty to report on homosexuality within 24 hours was also removed. In turn, 
attempted homosexuality was added as an offense (ibid.). Responsively, British PM Cameron publicly 
threatened to reduce developing aid (Weyel 2012: 428). 
 
In December 2013, the bill was passed in Parliament. Museveni stalled before signing. In an official 
statement, as a direct response to a prior statement on homosexuality by President Obama, Museveni 
asked for the help of US scientists to clarify whether or not homosexually is congenital. If so, 
Museveni claimed he would refrain from signing the bill in its entity (Scibd 2014). Six days later, on 
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February 24, Museveni signed the bill, having allegedly found proof, that homosexuality is 
behaviorally acquired (Annex 2). International reactions have been numerous. For example, the US, 
the largest bilateral donor to Uganda, announced it would review all dimensions of bilateral 
engagement, including the aid budget. Denmark announced it would divert $ 9 million of the aid 
away from the government and to international agencies and Norway declared to entirely withhold 
$8 million. (The Guardian 2014). All did so stating that the law directly contested with human rights. 
In response, the Ugandan Minister of State for Justice and Constitutional Affairs, Frederick Ruhindi, 
declared that “the issue of sexual orientation is not a human right provided for in the human rights 
instruments we subscribe to” (Parliament of the Republic of Uganda 2014). Furthermore, government 
spokesperson Ofwono Opondo said in a message on Twitter that: “The West can keep their ‘aid’ to 
Uganda over homos, we shall still develop without it” (The Telegraph 2014). 
The debate was taken by Ugandan political and religious leaders to represent a conflict between 
African values and Global Northern promiscuity (Weyel 2010: 416) and opposing the bill came to be 
regarded by MPs as “political suicide” (Englander 2011: 1270). To a certain extent, the debate mirrors 
a larger-scale international dispute between right-winged religious fundamentalists and left-winged 
pro-gay rights organizations - the latter finding it increasingly hard to find local Ugandan 
counterparts. Today 96 % of the Ugandan population does not believe that society should accept 
homosexuality (PewResearch Global Attitudes Project 2013). 
 
As this chapter demonstrates, the complexity of this situation is great. To understand the empirical 
data analyzed in the below, it is essential to comprehend the historical, political and social situation 
Museveni speaks in. From this intricate scene, the project will take its point of departure. 
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Methodology 
This methodological chapter will provide the reader with an insight in how this research has been 
conducted. The philosophical orientations of the researchers, the collection of data, the choice of 
theory and the analytical strategy will be touched upon. 
 
Philosophy of science 
The ontological and epistemological considerations draw naturally on the chosen theories, but will 
also give insight into how this research is going to be conducted. First, the view on truth and reality 
based on social constructionism and then the post-structuralist position of how to study the social 
world. 
 
Social constructionism  
Constructionism in international relations has widened discussions on social, political and cultural 
matters. The basic assumptions are that the social and political life depends on shared realities 
between subjects – the intersubjective world (O’Brien & Williams 2013). Intersubjectivity puts forth 
that an individual’s perception always is subjective, but through interactions and relations to other 
subjects, this perception is shared thus making it intersubjective. There is no objective reality common 
for all human beings, why generalization is not the goal of research (Phillips and Jørgensen 1999: 
13). This ontological perspective is in line with our chosen theories, which also imply the social 
constructionist idea of reality and knowledge as constructed entities (ibid.).  
 
The anti-essentialism have been criticized from other perspectives. Though knowledge and identities 
are constructed and reproduced constantly, they are relatively stable and possible to uncover in a case 
study (Phillips and Jørgensen 1999: 14). 
The social constructionist view in the project is mainly that the knowledge we obtain about the world 
is constructed and constituted in social processes, whereas discourses are the focus. This leads to the 
question of how to enter these different worldviews, for which we apply the post-structuralist 
perspective aligned with the critical discourse theory.  
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Post-structuralism 
The epistemological perspective of this project is that of the post-structuralist view, as it implies a 
critical view on the linguistically constructed discourses. A common ambition for critical discourse 
research is to uncover power structures in order to normatively point out openings for societal change 
(Jørgensen & Phillips 2013: 11).  
Discourses are put together by signs assigned a specific meaning, as they appear in the concrete 
constellation. A dialectic relationship, inspired by Norman Fairclough, exists meaning that discourses 
are affected by underlying structures as much as structures are created by the different discourses. In 
contrast, Mouffe and Laclau divides the linguistic structure and the concrete linguistics. The 
discourses create the structures and not vice versa (Phillips and Jørgensen 1999: 19). The 
epistemological view of this research will obtain the dialectic view of structures and discourses, which 
means that we see them of equal importance. 
The articulated discourses is the only way in which we can seek understanding of this social 
phenomenon. This is done by regarding signs as entities holding a specific meaning constituted by 
other signs and the underlying structure in which they were produced. Following our constructionist 
perspective, discourses are not totalities, as there is a constant negotiation of putting meaning to the 
signs. The discourses thereby become floating and highly sensitive in regards to the context and at 
the same time fight for a fixed meaning (Shibaura Institute of Technology, 2014). 
 
Researcher's role 
Subjectivity is regarded as an inevitable impact on the researchers of this assignment, as there is no 
objective angle to the social world. The researcher should not strive to separate himself from this, as 
this, qua social constructionism, in which discourse analysis is embedded, cannot be done (Jørgensen 
& Phillips 1999: 62). 
This assignment is written in a Scandinavian country, a region within the Global North, and the 
concepts and use of those will be affected by the cultural settings of the researches. This reflection is 
to be kept in mind when trying to be critical towards the produced science and the researcher's role 
in such (Phillips and Jørgensen 1999: 31). 
 
Clarification of Concepts 
There are several ways to address the concept of the international system or society. In order to avoid 
confusion with the approach of English School this project chooses to address this as international 
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system. This also stays in line with the critical perspective, as many theories within this view interprets 
the international system as a system consisting of a center and a periphery (Burnell et al. 2011: 21). 
When dealing with North-South relations, several definitions for the economically richer countries 
of, sharply put, Europe and North America and for the economically poorer countries of Africa, Asia 
and Latin America have been coined. Terms such as developed and developing countries, the Third 
World and the West are used by different theorists and literature on the subject. This project has 
chosen to use the more geographical terms the Global North and Global South. The only exception 
to this occurs when referring to the conceptual framework of Arturo Escobar, who uses the term Third 
World for the Global South and the West for the Global North. In these cases, the original terms of 
Escobar are maintained. Following the critical perspective, the Global North is seen as the dominant 
force in the international system, which through power structures exploits the Global South. Uganda 
is seen as a country of the Global South, seeking to emancipate itself of these structures.   
 
Empirical considerations 
The selection of empirical data derives from a long process and several considerations, which will be 
accounted for in the following chapter. The empirical field embraces speeches of Museveni, historical 
data, media articles and an interview.  
 
Speeches 
The speeches was found through the Uganda Media Centre, which is the central site for speeches, 
press releases and other official output from ministries and government departments of Uganda 
(Uganda Media Centre 2014). As this research centers around a case study the empirical field narrows 
in sense of time and space. We found around 10 different speeches, primarily within the period of 
2010-2014. Then an involuntary limitation process factored in, as we experienced that several of the 
speeches we had found in the beginning of the process were retracted from the Uganda Media Centre, 
and not accessible. This narrowed down the field notably and in the selection of the remaining 
speeches, we decided to look at factors such as the communication situation. This is not to create a 
basis for comparison or generalization but to ensure that a possible development, as this project 
assumes exists, can legitimately be pointed out. 
The selection of two speeches naturally brings with it a limitation in analysis results. With a greater 
temporal and spatial capacity, other speeches would add to a more extensive analysis, on which to 
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base results. An incorporation of other parties’ discursive reactions would likewise aid in broadening 
the scope of the issue.  
 
Other empirical material  
Besides the speeches, this research entails a factual interview (Kvale & Brinkmann 2009: 171) with 
Professor Emeritus at Center for African Studies, Holger Bernt. This interview is conducted in order 
to achieve a basic level of understanding of the complex case consisting of importance in both 
historical and cultural elements. The contextualizing chapter involves a great deal of historical data, 
which are collected from several sources of the internet as well as the African Year Books (see 
bibliography). Moreover, it envelops the specific case and actors, which are derived from the media 
coverage. In relation to our critical point of view, which prescribes that material should be a product 
of the field of investigation, we have found it to be a challenge in regards to the media and historical 
data. 
 
Theoretical considerations 
In the following will we present the reasoning for choosing our theory of respectively discourse 
analysis, post-development theory, as well as aid theories. Further will we describe the considerations 
in the theoretical interplay and the limitations in the framework in which the theories are confined. 
 
Critical post-development theory 
Critical theory focuses on the oppressive structures that dominate in the international system and the 
struggle waged by the oppressed for emancipation of these (O’Brien & Williams 2013: 17). Although 
most critical perspectives tend to point out key actors as individuals, classes or groups, in this specific 
area, this project chooses to regard its key actors in a classical realist manner; as states and individuals 
(ibid.). The reason for using critical theory is in line with the conviction of this project: that analyzing 
a subject a country of the Global South is more coherently done by applying a perspective designed 
for and by this subject (ibid.). In this the choice of the post-development theory of Arturo Escobar is 
rooted.  
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Discourse theory 
The post-development theory entails the system of discourse, which can be seen as a grounding reason 
for using the discourse theory. The choice is both a result of our philosophical orientation, which 
stresses research through linguistic articulations, as well as our limited access to direct investigation 
of these, for example through interviews. This said, discourse is a narrow window in which we seek 
explanation of the change in relations. 
The two discourse theories used in this project is by replacing the textual or linguistic practice of 
Fairclough’s three-dimensional model with the conceptual framework of Laclau and Mouffe. The 
discursive and social dimension of Fairclough will be used to shed light on the production- and 
consumption processes of the discourse and on the social context in which these are distributed. 
Laclau and Mouffe’s conceptual framework will be used to specifically analyze the empirical data, 
as these provide extensive tools for identification and analysis of discourses.  
 
Aid theory 
The two theories described above open up for not only identifying discourses within development, 
but also analyzing the changing relations between North and South. In order to do so we need to have 
an entrance of understanding to the present relationship between Museveni and the Global North that 
is established through the theorization of aid. The aid relationship is regarded as a basic structure in 
which discourses are influenced and influencing on so. 
 
Analytical strategy 
The practical approach to the analysis has entailed initial readings of the speeches, followed by the 
separate conductions of several thorough end-to-end analyses. The first perusal was based strictly on 
Laclau and Mouffe’s conceptual framework. Through pointing out nodal points, master signifiers and 
the like, major discourses and appertaining subdiscourses were established. We pointed out these 
nodal points by trying to determine which word constituted the main carriers of meaning that 
contextualized the surrounding words. The second round included the discursive and consequently 
the social practice of Fairclough combined with the theory of Escobar. The analyses are presented in 
chronological order, whilst the content is centered on main themes and discourses, not necessarily 
chronologically appearing in the speech. 
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Theory 
This chapter is aimed at describing the main theories used in this project. The first to be accounted 
for is discourse theory, which will be operationalized in the analysis. It is the discourse theory of 
Laclau and Mouffe as well as the critical discourse analysis of Fairclough that comprises the discourse 
theory conducted. Subsequently, post-development theory as interpreted by Escobar is presented. 
Lastly, theories on aid and development cooperation are conferred, including both North-South and 
South-South perspectives. Harrison acts as a main theorist in this. 
 
Discourse theory 
As described earlier, the theoretical perspectives of respectively Laclau and Mouffe and Fairclough 
share a social constructionist scientific view while producing an extensive set of theoretical tools to 
understand this constructed power relation through the discourses. They differ on the perspective of 
discourse either as completely constituting structures, or as both constituting and constituted of 
structures. This research will, as pointed out earlier, follow the latter perspective. The following 
paragraphs will introduce the two approaches in detail. 
 
Fairclough’s three-dimensional model of critical discourse analysis  
According to Fairclough all communicative acts happen within a social, a discursive and a text-based 
dimension. As mentioned, the text-based dimension has been replaced in this project by the 
conceptual framework of Laclau and Mouffe, and will therefore not be touched upon. 
 
The discursive practice covers looking at what discourses the producer of the message communicates 
within and how it is distributed and consumed (Jørgensen & Phillips 2013: 81). This implies looking 
at the broader communication situation and can serve to chart the sender-message-receiver relations.  
 
By looking at the broader social practice, it is possible to uncover whether the discursive practice 
restructures or reproduces the existing discourse and to contextualize the entire social and historical 
situation surrounding the communicative act. For doing so, Fairclough claims that discourse analysis 
is not sufficient. Cultural or sociological theory must be applied (Jørgensen & Phillips 2013: 82), and 
in this project, this will be through post-development theory. This is also, where Escobar’s thoughts 
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on discourse comes into application, as the social and historical elements affect the perception of the 
chosen linguistics.  
The critical approach of this project underpins the application of approaches such as these, which 
have a material, social and power relational focus. This is necessary as the focus of this research is to 
determine not only the discourses, but also the relation and the positioning of Uganda in the 
international system. 
 
The conceptual framework of Laclau and Mouffe  
Phillips and Jørgensen provide the in-text analytical tools derived from the discourse analysis of 
Laclau and Mouffe. These concepts will be explained in the following. Primarily it is important to 
sum up what the concept of a discourse covers since this is a widely used term. Discourse is the 
entrance to understanding social phenomena visible in the articulated interaction between individuals. 
It is in the struggle over meaning that social reality is constituted. 
 
Signs are the basic unit of the language and achieve meanings from the differentiation of other signs 
(Rear, 2014). As subjects interact, they constantly try to determine a fixed meaning to a specific sign. 
This is not possible, as described earlier, because of the instability of the linguistics. It is the process 
of fixing the meaning of signs that is the purpose of discourse analysis (Phillips and Jørgensen 1999: 
36). Signs in a discourse that have not been given any specific meaning are called elements, whereas 
those that have had their meaning created by the differential positions in the discourse are called 
moments (Ibid.). The moments create the totality of the discourse and thereby exclude other 
alternative meanings that could have been attached to the sign. These alternative meanings are called 
the discursive field. This refers to a comparison of the assigned meaning of a moment to the field of 
discursivity, which then contributes to determining the specific discourse in which the sender 
produces the message. The totality of the discourse is challenged by the elements. The process of 
making elements unambiguous in the discourse is called closure (ibid.: 38), which happens through 
articulation.  
 
Some elements are hard to create closure around and may be claimed by several discourses within 
the same communication situation. These are called floating signifiers. As discourses battle for 
hegemony, these are often taken hostage and an antagonistic battle to subscribe a certain meaning to 
these becomes evident (ibid.: 60). Meaning is formed around certain privileged moments called nodal 
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points, which is defining for the specific discourse. A nodal point in a nationalistic discourse may be 
“the people” and in a political discourse, it may be “democracy” (Jørgensen & Phillips 2013: 37). 
Signs with no density of meaning are called empty signifiers (Rear, 2014: 7). A first step when 
conducting this variety of discourse analysis is therefore to identify the nodal points. Besides being 
catalysts for meaning, nodal points often serve as floating signifiers as well (ibid.: 39). 
 
Laclau and Mouffe argue that in discourses subject positions, in which the subject can enter and 
define its identity, occur. These are called master signifiers and can imply a specific way of behavior. 
The master signifiers can be floating signifiers, which means that identity is established through 
relation in chains of equivalence (ibid: 55). These chains are related to the discursive formation of 
group identities in articulations. A myth is a "floating signifier that seeks to construct society as a 
totality with a positive and fully sutured identity" (Rear 2014: 10). Group formations through myths 
seeks to close themselves in a relatively undefined territory, like "black people". This myth closes 
itself by differentiating from "white people", thereby creating a group identity that, for instance, 
ignores the geographical differences between the group members (Phillip and Jørgensen 1999: 57). 
 
In relating all concepts, it becomes clear that the goal of the discourse is to remove all ambiguity by 
turning elements into moments and thus creating closure. However, this can never be completely 
successful, as, in doing this, alternative meanings are confined to the discursive field and from there 
they threaten to destabilize this unambiguity (Jørgensen & Phillips 2013: 39). This creates the threat 
of all moments being potential elements and prevents one discourse from establishing total hegemony.  
Conflict between two discourses is by Laclau and Mouffe called antagonism. Antagonism arises 
when two discourses clash. It can be dissolved through a hegemonic intervention, which refers to the 
use of force by one discourse to eliminate unambiguity, where there once was antagonism. Here, 
force refers to the exclusion of other alternative meanings to the field of discursivity (ibid.: 60). In 
order to put this entire conceptual framework to use a text must be deconstructed, the concepts 
explained above must be identified, as well as the antagonistic and hegemonic struggles present in 
the text. 
 
Post-development theory 
Post-development theory provides a response and critique of the neoliberal order of development, 
based on economy, production and trade, which is dominant in the international system. Arturo 
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Escobar, as a front-runner within the theory, notes that development is better practiced in accordance 
with local necessities rather than global. This problematic must be addressed through a transformation 
in discourse in order to create a positive change. This chapter will embark on the main principles 
within the post-development theory and highlight its applicable notions that have relevance for the 
subject of this project.  
In his study, Escobar comes to conclude that the way development in the Third World has been 
proceeded following World War II has not been the most constructive and that the perception of 
development has become Eurocentric. He determines that the basis of this result comes from three 
central systems: knowledge, power and discourse (Escobar 1995:10). 
 
System of Knowledge 
In regards to development the Western system of knowledge, being the structure on which we ground 
our knowledge, has become the dominant system in the world because of the empowerment and 
richness of the Western countries (Escobar 1995:13). The growth of the system has also demeaned 
and marginalized alternative systems from non-Western regions, which contribute to the Western 
knowledge system’s greater influence. Escobar sees this as a problematic aspect in regards to 
development, as it is based on economic and capitalistic measurements.  
 
System of Power 
Power relations within the international system are another important aspect of the development 
structure, as the power division constitutes the overall agenda of global development. The definition 
of power, determined on the grounds of the Western knowledge system, places the West in power, a 
position from which foreign investment, loans and aid is distributed to less powerful nations (Escobar 
1995: 3). The purpose of this is to create modernization measured in the economic means, as several 
Western modernization theorists, such as Rostow, have deduced (Academi.edu 2014). This act has 
been coined neocolonialism, as it continues to dominate the former colonies through geopolitical 
practice (Marxist 2014).   
Neocolonialism also challenges the creation of a post-colonial identity, as this is affected by the 
dominance of the West. Despite having attained independence, many former colonies remain 
interactive with former colonizers that remain to influence the cultural, political and social structures 
(ibid.).  
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Post-colonial theory aims to destabilize the Western power system in order to gain genuine 
independence. Therefore, it is a grounded concept within post-development theory, as it concludes 
that the hegemony of the Western power system should be dismantled and instead allow local and 
regional power systems to erupt. Escobar highlights the lack of the West’s anthropological insight 
when intervening in Third World development, without which success cannot be attained. 
 
System of Discourse 
With the previous systems of knowledge and power, the element of discourse concludes and creates 
the development and division seen today. In regards to development discourse, key words such as 
market, planning, participation, production, environment, needs and poverty are very vital in 
determining whether a country is developed or not in a Western perception. For the South wealth may 
be measured in other terms such as culture, health, tradition and human values. (Escobar 1995:12) 
Escobar notes that development is very determined by discourse and draws on Foucault’s dynamics 
of discourse and power in social presence and understanding of one’s surroundings (Ibid. 5). Thereby 
the association one has with such key words varies in accordance with one’s given locality. This again 
relates to the lack of anthropology, as the discourse of the West seems to lack the greater 
understanding of the anthropological situation of non-Western countries. 
 
Post-development theory is very critical of all Western infiltration with former colonies and non-
Western countries. Development cannot be perceived as a general term, as it is affected by the 
individual case. It is therefore far better to allow the individual states to give meaning to development 
within their own values and credibility. States that fail to do this will fall further behind in the 
development race initiated by the West. 
The intention behind the post-development theory lies in creating an equal and just world, which the 
theory concludes will happen only through a radical change. The theory has a very critical aspect, as 
it does not present a concrete solution to the problems it presents. The post-development theory is 
therefore more so a critical view of the development structure brought on by the West rather than an 
actual alternative to the present situation. 
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Theorizing aid: conditionality and South-South partnerships 
In the following, different theories on North-South and South-South aid relations will be explained. 
The relevance lies in the contribution to the understanding of the aid relations between the Global 
North and Uganda, the changes these have undergone as well as the tendencies present today. 
 
Aid conditionality 
Since the start of the 1980s, aid from the Global North to developing countries has been known as 
aid conditionality (Burnell et al. 2011: 277). As the phrase implies, this refers to the posing of 
conditions required to be met by the recipient country in order for aid to be conveyed. Since then, the 
nature of conditionality has undergone several changes. Initially, influenced by the Washington 
Consensus, conditionalities were mainly economic and the established requirements were concerned 
with structural and sectorial adjustments (ibid.: 283). Later, a larger focus was put on the notions of 
good governance, human rights and democracy, whereby aid policies took a more normative agenda. 
Democratic and political governance was scrutinized by looking at a government’s ability to secure 
human rights and minority protection, host free and fair elections and diminish corruption. (ibid.: 
289) 
 
In 1998, the concept of aid selectivity was introduced, prompted by the World Bank (Burnell et al. 
2011: 284). This entails being selective in the choosing of which countries, that qualify to receive aid. 
This selectivity is based on eligibility, meaning a prior exhibition of capability and commitment to 
implement and ensure reform programs (ibid.).  
 
Harrison’s three views of aid conditionality  
Harrison distinguishes between three opposing manners of regarding aid conditionality (2011: 657-
658). First, there is regarding aid relations and conditionality as an act of coercion and as a way for 
the Global North to practice, what Burnell et. al. calls, new imperialism (2011: 282). In this view, 
conditionality aid is an instrument employed by the Global North to submerge and exploit Global 
Southern countries by imposing normative values and goals of their own culture and requiring the 
adaptation to these, whilst maintaining the economic structures that keep the recipient country in a 
position of dependency. This allows for a continual exploitation through extractive industries etc. and 
thereby the upkeep of its power position (Harrison 2001: 658). 
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A second way to regard aid is as a benign and altruistic act. This entails a non-interventionist approach 
to aid relations. Contrary, aid is driven by a desire to share economic and technological expertise, in 
order for the Global South to advance, to the subsequent benefit of all (Harrison 2001: 658). 
The third way presupposes that both parties in a donor-recipient relation act out of self-interest with 
the goal of maximizing own gains. Harrison calls it rational-choice (2001: 657). A consequence of 
this view is the likeliness of the actors to succumb to game-playing in order to conserve self-
interests.  One way this can be done is by donor countries to hold back and release promised financial 
support in several tranches instead of all at once (Burnell et al. 2011: 282). 
 
Sanctions and slippage 
When slippage occurs, meaning when recipient countries fail to meet or implement the 
conditionalities settled on with the donor country or institution, a response may be sanctions from the 
donor. Slippage may occur due to political weakness or resistance by local politicians to implement 
unpopular conditionalities for fear of undesirable electoral outcomes (Burnell et al. 2011: 283). In 
this regard, the will to comply with conditionalities possesses a selective nature. Sanctions imply 
freezing funds planned for a specific recipient country (The International Journal of Peace Studies 
1995). Despite the fact that the purpose of sanctions is to control the conduct of a group or country, 
sanctions on failure of compliance are often used as a last resort, as it rarely benefits the donor 
(Burnell et al. 2011: 282-283). One explanation for this may be that donors do not wish to jeopardize 
their interests within the recipient country. 
 
Aid conditionality: tendencies today 
According to Burnell et al., today the IMF and World Bank have generally lowered their 
conditionalities, whilst the EU and bilateral donors have increased aid conditionalities. This tendency 
can be explained by the fact that especially bilateral donors need to safeguard themselves as a defense 
against discontent domestic public opinion (Burnell et al. 2011: 285). 
 
South-South collaboration: an alternative to aid  
Since the 1950s, several countries of the Global South have engaged in ‘development partnerships’, 
as an alternative type of foreign aid, with other low- and middle income countries (Burnell et. al. 
24 
 
2011: 477). These are popularly named the non-DAC donors (NDDs)1 (or non-Development 
Assistance Committee donors - DAC being a dominant forum for a vast part of Global North donors 
that operates on principles of conditionality). Major non-DAC donors include the BRICS-countries 
(Brazil, Russia, India, China and South Africa) (ibid.: 480).  Principles for South-South solidarity 
were laid out at the Bandung Conference in 1955. The principles included mutual respect, non-
aggression and especially non-interference in domestic affairs. To this came mutual benefit and 
peaceful coexistence. The principles of mutual benefit and non-interference remain the main 
formulated values behind many development partnerships and South-South cooperation programs 
(ibid.: 482). This type of foreign aid often consists of debt relief, concessional loans, grants, 
humanitarian assistance, technology development, education and training. In the nature of mutual 
benefit, it is often tied to trade, investment and diplomatic agendas (ibid.: 477). As of 2011, 
calculations showed, though with a notable margin of error, that circa 10 % of global foreign aid to 
the Global South was provided through South-South collaboration (ibid. 481). Particularly, China has 
made itself noticed in the foreign aid arena, especially through its increasing operations in Africa, 
which benefits and builds on its economic, geopolitical and diplomatic schemes (ibid 481). South-
South development partnerships can present an oft-favorable alternative to traditional conditional aid, 
as it does not pose the same terms and conditions and by principle avoids involvement in domestic 
politics. 
 
 
  
                                                          
1 Even though the term donor can be perceived as misleading, as the countries do not regard themselves as 
donors, as much as partners 
25 
 
Analysis 
The following part presents the full discourse analysis, conducted as described in the analytical 
strategy, in order to map out in which discourses Museveni articulates. The empirical data in form of 
the two speeches will be processed and analyzed by means of the theory described in the above. The 
contextualizing chapter will a point of reference. 
The first speech was held on May 12 2011 at the inauguration of Museveni for another term in 
presidency. The second is held at the signing of the anti-homosexuality bill on February 24 2014. 
 
Analysis of the Inauguration Speech 
In this speech, two main discourses are present, a development discourse and a post-development 
discourse. The former represents a Global Northern view on development, the latter a post-
development view. Within these two discourses are several subdiscourses. All are categorized 
through the textual approach of Laclau and Mouffe. The following analysis will present the argument 
for these statements. 
 
The discursive practice 
“First of all, I congratulate all the Ugandans for the peaceful elections […]. Secondly, I thank 
the Ugandans for overwhelmingly voting for me […]. I also congratulate the opposition 
parties on the seats they got in Parliament, the District Council seats they got and the Sub-
County positions they won.” (Annex 1, line 5-6) 
This part is emphasized in order to establish the discursive practice as it is laid out initially. Through 
the use of I it becomes clear that the producer is an individual, in this case Museveni, who speaks on 
behalf of himself. He addresses all the Ugandans, which serves as a master signifier, meaning the 
entire population of Uganda. It also creates a subject position in which the consumer of the discourse 
becomes included in the speech. These are the main receivers or consumers. After this, he 
differentiates between the Ugandans for overwhelmingly voting for him – implying that all Ugandans 
voted for him – and the opposition parties, which, by subdividing them from all Ugandans, become 
a separate group of the population. 
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“The landslide win by the NRM should inform all and sundry that the people of Uganda are, 
politically, mature people. They are able to disregard lies put out by opportunists and stand 
on the truth.” (Annex 1, line 11-13). 
The discursive practice is altered here to include the master signifier all and sundry, meaning 
everyone, as consumers of the discourse. As all and sundry are informed of a quality of the people of 
Uganda, this separates them nationally and can therefore be seen to imply a population outside of 
Uganda. Through the social practice, this can be seen as the rest of the world, as presidential 
inauguration speeches often receive international attention. Thus, the direct consumer of the speech 
is the population of Uganda, and indirectly it is the international system. These two subject positions 
are connected to the master signifiers of them and we, which throughout the speech indicates who 
Museveni is addressing. 
 
Nationalist discourse 
A nationalist discourse is evident here, as the master signifier people of Uganda is positively 
connected through the chain of equivalence with the floating signifier mature, which derives its 
meaning through its connection to the moment politically. In the same chain the moment lies is 
connected to the opposite master signifier opportunists. This creates a positive subject position for 
the people of Uganda. The opposition to the negative subject position opportunists furthers 
identification, as it creates a concept of an enemy, against which the people of Uganda can unite. 
Truth remains an empty signifier, as its meaning is not clarified, though it is clear that it is something 
that Museveni and the people of Uganda hold. 
 
Concurrent discourses  
The following quote compiles the three discourses of nationalism, emancipation and development. 
The first two are regarded as subdiscourses of the post-development discourse. 
“We reject reactionary ideology and stand for progressive ideas.  We reject 
sectarianism as well as parochialism and stand for nationalism.  We reject puppetry 
and stand for the genuine independence of Uganda and other African countries.  We 
reject stagnation of the Ugandan society and stand for its rapid transformation into a 
modern society.”(Annex 1, line 14-18). 
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The nationalist discourse is identified in the nodal point nationalism. The meaning of the elements 
sectarianism and parochialism is crystallized around this nodal point ascribing them negative 
meaning, as they become contra points to the nodal point. This creates closure and they become 
moments within the discourse. The nationalist discourse, as a subdiscourse, supports the post-
development discourse of Escobar, as it relates to a more locally determined discourse. The 
perception of words is based more so on Museveni and local assumptions rather than that of the 
Global Northern development discourse. 
A second discourse that is evident and interplays with the nationalistic discourse is an emancipatory 
discourse, expressed through the nodal point independence. The moment puppetry represents the 
undesirable opposition to independence and can be seen as representative of confining neocolonial 
structures. The moment genuine is ascribed meaning through its connection to this nodal point and 
the combination implies that, though formal independence may have been reached, a desirable 
genuine independence still has not.  
This claim is made through an examination of the social practice and context in which Museveni 
enrolls. In common day Uganda there are currents of discontent with what they regard as a continual 
economically submissive position to their former colonizers, and the Global North in general (Annex 
4:18).  
Uganda and other African countries is a myth, which provides a space of identification for the 
receiver along with a common goal of the nodal point genuine independence. Looking into the social 
practice of the regional African situation, Museveni has been in front of interregional collaboration 
across African boundaries, which he underpins by speaking on behalf of other African countries. 
Adding the adjective of genuine to independence relates to Escobar’s discourse system, as it can be 
seen as a way of redefining the term independence.  Genuine denotes that actual and wide-ranging 
independence has yet to be achieved and alters with the perception of the independence Uganda 
already has. 
Thirdly, a contradictory discourse is present in the above quote. One that inscribes itself in the earlier 
mentioned development discourse. This is a modernization discourse and is marked by the nodal point 
modern. The myth society gains meaning from its connection to this as something, which, through 
the closed moment transformation, is to develop in order to reach modernity. Other moments are 
closed around this nodal point, such as progressive ideas and stagnation. Stagnation thus becomes 
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the failure to achieve modernity, whilst progressive ideas become positively connoted to modernity. 
Through the continual use of the master signifier we, Museveni creates ownership in the distribution 
process and identifies himself with the people of Uganda, as he speaks on their behalf, whilst creating 
an unsaid them. 
From the above, the social practice of the situation can be derived.  When Museveni speaks of Uganda 
standing for progressive ideas, it is unclear to what this refers. Whilst the concept is vague and could 
refer to several things, seen from a Global Northern ideational view on progressive ideas, this could 
very well include homosexual rights. As he had just prevented the anti-homosexuality bill from 
passing in Parliament, the progressive ideas may be seen as a signal to the international system that 
he was, at the time, not as sharply opposed to human rights based on sexual orientation.  
The paradox of discursive emancipation  
As exemplified, the speech becomes a battleground between a post-development discourse seeking 
to emancipate itself from the dominance of the Global North, and a development discourse, which in 
turn paradoxically constitutes the frames with which the former tries to break. More examples are 
given of this in the following. 
 
A large part of the speech consists of a recital of the measures taken to reach a state of modernity, 
which Museveni claims that Uganda is in now. Indicators mentioned are all embedded in a 
development discourse, to which the nodal point modern and the appertaining moment economy is 
ascribed. To this, other moments such as infrastructure, private, tertiary institutions, business, 
enterprise and tax base are defined and relate to the Global North’s neoliberal perception of modern 
development. 
“In a period of almost 90 years, between 1894 when the British colonized Uganda and 1986 
when the NRM took over Government, we had only 28,000 telephone lines.  We now have over 
14 million telephone lines.” (Annex 1, line 24-26). 
The above exemplifies the mentioned contradiction and serves to underline the social practice. By 
comparing the state Uganda was in during the British colonial rule to that of today, Museveni 
legitimizes his position. The British colonial rule is in a simplified manner used as an example of 
stagnating progress. Paradoxically, his way of measuring this is by the modern development invention 
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of telephone lines. In a post-development theoretical view, this does not serve as an actual break with 
post-colonial structures, as the measurement is still that of the former colonizers. 
This conflict is a continuing factor throughout the speech and can be viewed in the following: 
“Uganda is now on the verge of take-off to become a middle income country by 2016...” (Annex 1, 
line 40). Take-off, in this sense, is a term coined by U.S. modernization theorist Rostow and refers to 
the phase of transformation into a modern, industrialized society (Academia.edu 2014). Conjoined 
with the modern economic coined term middle-income country, Museveni speaks clearly within a 
development discourse. However, the dominance of the development discourse is challenged by the 
post-development discourse in several instances: 
“It [the victory of NRM] was a triumph of Uganda’s patriotism over sectarianism and 
opportunism. […] I would, therefore, call upon those who have been pushing sectarian ideas 
and pushing opportunism to join the national consensus instead of being desperate and 
embarking on disruptive schemes.”(Annex 1, line 33-38) 
This part is emphasized, as it takes on a clear nationalistic discourse centered on the nodal points 
patriotism and national. The moment consensus derives its meaning from its connection to the latter 
nodal point, serving to distribute the idea that a national consensus that Museveni and the NRM 
should stay in power exists. This opposes with the moments desperate and disruptive schemes, which 
are connected to the estranged those, the undefinable group, against which the consumers can unite 
and identify themselves. 
 
Pan-Africanism as catalyst for regional patriotism  
Another patriotism is touched upon: “The NRM stands for Pan-Africanism, which translates into 
economic and political integration.”(Annex 1, line 28). Pan-Africanism being the nodal point, the 
nationalistic discourse morphs into a regional patriotism of emancipation discourse. Relating to 
Escobar, Pan-Africanism can be seen as a term coined by the suppressed in order to unite against and 
create an alternative to the Global North.  
 
Demonstration of empowerment and self -sufficiency  
”Using a Chinese loan, we have built the fibre optic cable for ICT network.” (Annex 1, line 52-53). 
An emphasis of this statement is necessary for the analysis of social practice. In mentioning the aid, 
in form of a loan, given from China, Museveni distributes a message to the broader consumers of the 
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Global North. In reference to aid theory, mentioning the engagement with China, which theoretically 
is often identified as interference-free development cooperation, can be seen as containing an 
emancipatory message. A similar message, which also serves as an empowerment for the Ugandan 
consumers, is seen in the following statement: 
“To be sure that we do not waste any more time, we are going to use our own money for much 
of this work.  You can see what a big struggle we have to make up for lost time.” (Annex 1, 
line 69-70 and 73). 
The master signifier our own ascribes meaning to the moment money, indicating a clear emancipation 
discourse. Through the chain of equivalence, not waste any more time is implicitly attributed to not 
using one’s own money, referring to receiving aid. A desire to become self-sufficient is thus evident, 
in line with the theory of Escobar, which prescribes local self-sustainability as a key factor in true 
emancipation of suppressive global structures. 
 
Moderating the rhetoric 
Despite the evidence of emancipation discourse throughout the speech, a few places discursively open 
up to the international system: “These [the main cost pushers in the economy] have been badly 
addressed, not only here in Uganda, but also in other African countries.” (Annex 1, line 60-61) 
Firstly, the master signifiers African countries and Africa are connected through the chain of 
equivalence with terms such as badly addressed and big mistake. This adds a negative element to 
these master signifiers that, in the rest of the speech, have solely been used in positive connotations 
to create positive identification.  
Secondly, these are compared to another master signifier, the USA (Annex 1, line 63). In this 
comparison, a desirable and positive connotation is applied to the USA and the entire part enrolls in 
a development discourse, as he uses material measurements to demonstrate a lack of development. 
This opening towards the international system can be seen in continuance of the social practice 
that  Museveni was, at that time, criticized by the Global North for being a president ruling a corrupt 
and deficit democracy. The quote above can be seen as Museveni discursively dealing with this 
critique. 
 
Subconclusion  
Two main discourses are evident throughout the speech. One is a development discourse, which 
focuses mainly on economic coined terms aligned with the Global North. The competing discourse 
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is that of post-development, entailing nationalistic and emancipatory subdiscourses, especially used 
for creating positive identification in the consumption. This being said, the development discourse 
seems to dominate both the antagonistic battle between the floating signifiers of market, political and 
economic integration, and mature, as well as the overall message of the speech. Museveni swears 
himself into office on the notion of developing Uganda more so on the premises of the Global North’s 
assumptions rather than that of post-development. 
 
Analysis of Speech at the Signing of the Anti-homosexuality Law  
This speech is analyzed following the same procedure as the above. In this speech the discourse of 
post-development becomes evident while still having some strains of development discourse in 
regards to for instance legitimization by science. As in the 2011 speech, both of these entail 
subdiscourses, which will be accounted for throughout the analysis. One consistently expressed 
subdiscourse, the anti-homosexuality discourse, is analyzed as an attempt of differentiating the 
Ugandan people and their way of living from homosexuals that are discursively aligned with the 
Global North. 
 
Discursive and social practice  
As described, at the signing, the political climate on the matter had altered and those pushing anti-
homosexuality were dominant. Museveni speaks to the Ugandan public, as the signing of the national 
law has been highly discussed nationally. The speech also received extended international publicity 
due to a broad international discussion. The consumers are therefore not only the Ugandan people, 
but also the international system. This means that the intentions of this speech is both to justify the 
implementation of the law towards the critics and for Museveni to explain his former resistance of it. 
 
Two subject positions of the anti-homosexual law  
The international system as consumers of the speech becomes evident in the first sentence of the 
quote below, as Museveni mentions the Western groups and at the same time touches upon the main 
arguments for implementing the law as described in the contextualizing chapter:  
“It seems the topic of homosexuals was provoked by the arrogant and careless Western 
groups that are fond of coming into our schools and recruiting young children into 
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homosexuality and lesbianism, just as they carelessly handle other issues concerning Africa.” 
(Annex 2, line 5-7). 
The nodal point that organizes the discourse is Western, which is connected to the moments arrogant 
and careless, which indicate that the myth of the West is negative and in contrast to the master 
signifier our. The moment of recruiting is in this meaning connected to the moments of homosexuals 
and lesbianism and to the nodal point of Western, creating a war-like rhetoric. This is furthermore 
supported by the use of defend our society, which Museveni says Uganda needs to do against this 
threat of homosexuality, the meaning of which is connected to Western values. This can be seen as 
Museveni setting the ground for a discursive war between the Ugandan people and the Global North, 
which is presented as pro-homosexual, as exemplified: “Are we interested in seeing your sexual acts 
- we the Public? I'm not able to understand the logic of Western culture.” (Annex 2, line 18-19).  This 
sentence furthermore illustrates two subject positions evident through the speech and characterized 
by myths and master signifiers. The enemy position is created through several signifiers throughout 
the text, such as they, those, Western groups, outsiders, homosexual prostitutes and such people, 
whereas the anti-homosexual positions is created by signifiers like we, our, us, normal people, the 
Ugandan people, the Public, society and Africans.  
 
Explaining himself to the Ugandan people  
Moving on, Museveni comes to his own defense as to why he rejected the bill several times, bringing 
up reasons as focusing on security, defense and modernization of agriculture (Annex 2, line 8-9). 
Referring to Escobar, such moments receive a certain meaning through the development discourse 
advocated by the Global North. By making such a turn, Museveni's apology can be seen as illustrating 
a shift from working inside the development discourse to a new focus on Ugandan values, thereby 
creating a strong post-development discourse. This demonstrates the social practice in which 
Museveni speaks, being the middle figure between the Ugandan population he represents and the 
Global North, whom he has cooperated with and is interdependent on. 
 
Addressing the international system  
As the case is, the international system has been highly critical of the anti-homosexuality law, as 
some argue that it is a breach of human rights. In regards to the general topic of sexuality, Museveni 
mentions the regional contempt of sexual exhibitionism regardless of sexual orientation: “Africans 
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are flabbergasted by exhibitionism of sexual acts - whether heterosexual or otherwise and for good 
reason” (Annex 2, line 15-16). The moment of exhibitionism is important as its meaning and social 
practice is discursively connected to being homosexual, as demonstrated further down, whilst also 
being attributed to heterosexuals. It has to be regarded in the social practice of the situation, where 
critics, who see the law as a homosexual persecution, are met by Museveni saying that it is not solely 
to exclude homosexual exhibitionism, but all exhibitionism. He does however pinpoint that 
homosexuals are more likely to demonstrate their carnal affections, as opposed to normal people 
(Annex 2, line 11) in the myth society, which refers to common values, behavior and identity. This is 
also supported by the master signifier of we that creates an identity for the myth Public in the quote 
mentioned in the former. Thereby Museveni places the homosexuals against the mass population of 
Uganda. Furthermore, we and Public places Museveni as a democratic spokesman for the population 
and not as autocratic, as criticism from the international system. 
 
Another argument that Museveni is struggling to meet both the national and the international actors 
to whom he is responsible, can be seen in the attempt of legitimization of the law. He tries to explain 
his initial stalling of the law by indicating that substantial scientific knowledge was necessary to 
uncover the truth behind homosexuality: “In order to get to the truth we involved Uganda Scientist 
as well as consulting Scientists from outside Uganda” (Annex 2, line 30-31). Museveni clearly turns 
to a scientific subdiscourse within the developmental discourse signified by studies, a new nodal 
point, which, combined with the master signifier of scientists, defines the floating signifier of truth. 
Thereby Museveni entirely absorbs the validation of knowledge through scientific studies, which can 
be seen as generated by a Global North knowledge system. This is continually underpinned by the 
inclusion of foreign Scientist (e.g. Sweden), making it clear that Museveni adopts the Global North’s 
meaning ascription of science. Thereby the development discourse can be said to have hegemony on 
the matter of knowledge, as he fails to ascribe science any new or post-development meaning.  
 
Development discourse 
The development discourse is practiced further in this equivalence: “The under-developed sectors of 
our economy that cause people to remain in poverty” (Annex 2, line 34-35). Here, the nodal point is 
economy to which under-developed and poverty, as floating signifiers, are determined.  Constituting 
economy as the main determiner of development and wealth is a contrary to the post-development 
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discourse, where the focus has been on the African and Ugandan values and behavior and therefore 
Museveni does not commit fully to either discourse. 
 
Post-development discourse 
Another way of legitimizing the anti-homosexuality law, directed towards the national consumers, is 
through reference to religion. This religious discourse can be seen as contradictory to the scientific 
discourse described above and thereby as representative of a post-development discourse. Museveni 
distances Uganda from the concept of homosexuality, which is seen to be brought on by the Global 
North. “[...] God designed the human being most appropriately for pleasurable, sustainable and 
healthy sex” (Annex 2, line 46). God becomes the nodal point around which moments such as 
designed, sustainable, healthy, engineered and unhealthy are determined. All these moments were 
previously perceived through a scientific discourse, but now gains new meaning through the religious 
discourse - which, as it is used in a matter of course-manner, gains hegemony and thereby contributes 
to the anchoring of the post-development discourse.  
 
The features of emancipation discourse are also evident in line 7, as Museveni pinpoints in a 
disapproving manner that the enemy, illustrated by they, intervene in other issues in the myth Africa. 
Later in the speech, this is supported by saying: “If only they could leave us alone” (Annex 2, line 
20). He divides they and us again, thus creating something against which the us can unify, in this case 
a desire for independence from they. This is also seen in the moment alone, bearing a positive 
connotation to independence, which is constituted through the difference from the moment impose 
that is given meaning by the nodal point  Western, as it appears in the line 19-20. 
 
The aforementioned myth Africa serves to create a common group identity for the continent, despite 
the obvious regional differences, which is used several times opposed to the myth of the West. The 
myth of the West in this discourse becomes connected to illogical culture, as the nodal point of 
Western reappears and determines the tone of the two floating signifiers of logic and culture to be 
negative. Thereby Museveni inscribes to a post-development discourse, as he challenges both the 
knowledge system of the Global North by questioning their approach to logic and their basic values 
(Annex 2, line 18-19). 
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Nationalist discourse 
As referred to throughout the analysis, Museveni also presents elements of a nationalist discourse. 
This can be spotted in how he repeatedly emphasizes on one common identity of the nation, for 
instance seen in one of the last sentences: “[...] the healthy life style that is abundant in our cultures.” 
(Annex 2, line 52). The national identity is concluded through the master signifier and myth our 
cultures, which is correlated to the healthy lifestyle, contextually and implicitly associating this with 
the absence of homosexuality. 
 
Anti-homosexuality discourse 
Homosexuality becomes the nodal point, as this gives meaning to the other signs of the discourse. It 
appoints meaning to disorientation making it a moment and stating homosexuality as being a 
misguidance of one’s way. More so Museveni stresses to clarify the meaning of the moments nature 
and congenital. This is related to their status as floating signifiers, which derives from the fact that a 
pro-homosexuality discourse, which is not present and therefore lies in the discursive field, also tries 
to attach a specific meaning to these. In the discourse present, these oppose the moments of nurture 
and trends. This is symbolic for the antagonistic struggle concerning homosexuality, where Museveni 
ascribes its meaning, as an unnatural choice, and the Global North, as something genetic and natural. 
 
The anti-homosexuality law as a marker of post-development 
As such, Museveni makes homosexuality seem as a concept brought on by the Global North and 
through colonial power. Thereby he makes homosexuality not only abnormal through his anti-
homosexuality discourse, but also manages to place the word in coherence with the Global North and 
their values and concepts. Hence, Museveni exercises a form of emancipation, whilst stressing the 
nationalistic African values, for instance by detailing what he positively attributes Africans: 
“However, we Africans always keep our opinions to ourselves and never seek to impose our point of 
view on others.”(Annex 2, line 19-20). This is discursively legible in the master signifiers of we, 
ourselves and our. Impose as a moment leads directly to the prior sentence, in which he emphasizes 
the incomprehensibility of the Western culture, with Western being the nodal point around which 
negative meaning is crystallized. This can also be seen in the light of arguments of aid as cultural 
imperialism, as advocated by opponents of conditionality aid. 
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When looking at the social practice, this negative representation of the Global North, with its 
nationalist implications, collides in this exposure of homosexuals as being the enemy within the state. 
Homosexuality is presented as an anti-nationalistic choice and therefore one who chooses to be 
homosexual disobeys its heritage and nationality to find comfort in the values of the Global North, 
illustrated along these lines: “Since Western societies do not appreciate politeness, let me take this 
opportunity to warn our people publicly about the wrong practice indulged in and promoted by some 
of the outsiders.” (Annex 2, line 44-45). Western is the constant nodal point that attributes meaning 
to promoted, indulged and wrong practice as a strengthening of the enemy picture. A possible support 
for the Global North is diminished, as Museveni also practices a national discourse. Western 
influences the otherwise positive words of appreciate and politeness that are conducted as negative 
moments. The master signifier our people and the moment warn further supports the national 
discourse, as warns creates distance between the master signifier and the floating signifier outsiders. 
Museveni thereby identifies the outsiders as pro-homosexuality, distanced from the Ugandan and 
African understanding, ergo being from the Global North. 
Museveni comes to complete his speech on the summation that “the sexual orientation is a matter of 
choice”, which his discourse throughout the speech has supported. The nationalistic aspect has created 
a disapproval of choosing to become homosexual and the wrongness in this decision is applied to the 
Global North’s intervention. Therefore, the anti-homosexuality law may for Museveni be more so a 
stand against The Global North’s ideology and dominance, as opposed to a specific exclusion of 
homosexuals. 
 
Subconclusion 
Museveni incorporates elements from more than one discourse in this speech at the signing of the 
anti-homosexuality law. This is highly caused by the social practice in which the discourses are 
presented with national, international, anti-homosexual and pro-homosexual consumers. Though 
Museveni relies on some signifiers connected to the development discourse of the Global North, he 
incorporates them as arguments in the main statement: to stand up against Global North and its culture 
by punishing homosexuality. This is illustrated through the emphasis on right and wrong in Ugandan 
and African behavior evident in the national discourse. It is more so legible in the emancipation 
discourse, which criticizes and connects homosexuality to Global North values, from which he wishes 
to be perceived as deviating strongly in this particular context. 
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Conclusion of Analysis 
The same two major discourses have been found in both speeches, namely the development discourse 
and the post-development discourse, with all the subdiscourses these entail. That the same discourses 
are existing in both speeches backs the assumption about this case not being any sudden event. 
Meanwhile a development in discourse has made itself apparent: It is concluded that the 2011 speech 
is more dominated by the development discourse, whereas the 2014 speech to a greater part is 
dominated by the post-development discourse, with a much greater focus on nationalism and 
emancipation of the Global North’s values. This result can be explained by the discursive and social 
practices in which the speeches are conducted. These results will be processed in the following 
discussion. 
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Discussion 
The results derived in the analysis will be discussed in the following. The discussion will center on 
three main parts in order to answer the working questions. First, the evolvement of the discourses 
throughout the two speeches and the implications for Uganda’s position are discussed. Next, the case 
of homosexuality will be debated in order to determine whether it can be seen as a catalyst for post-
colonial emancipation. This finally leads on to a discussion about new trends and the future of global 
aid contribution. 
 
Changing Discourse  
Through the analyses of Museveni’s speeches, it is clear that a change in the weighting of the two 
major discourses has occurred from his speech in 2011 to his speech in 2014. In regards to the 
alteration in discourse, it is interesting to ask why it has happened and what elements can be 
responsible for this transition. 
One of the altering elements could be the consumer spectrum of the speeches. The speech from 2011 
is aimed not only at the private and public Uganda, but also at the international scene. As an official 
document to finalize the re-election of his presidency, Museveni is aware of the fact that he is 
speaking beyond the Ugandan borders. The visions he presents within the speech must therefore 
transcend not only his national intensions, but also reflect his role in international cooperation. As 
mentioned in the contextualizing chapter, Museveni has throughout his presidency been positive 
towards the support given from the Global North and engaged in several development programs. This 
could be part of the explanation for his predominant use of development discourse in this speech. 
In the 2014 speech, the focus becomes far more national. The grounds for the alteration in consumer 
focus can lie in the strong national current regarding homosexuality, being supported by 96% of the 
Ugandan population. Museveni must therefore adapt his discourse to follow the public’s opinion. The 
law has been underway for a longer period of time, delayed by Museveni himself to withhold the 
consequences of the Global North’s rejection of the law. However, as the support for the law has 
grown, Museveni must come to obey the public in order to stay in power. 
Albeit his role as representative of the Ugandan people, as underlined earlier, this project’s main 
subject of analysis is one individual, who has personal implications and interests intertwined in the 
case. The fact that he is one of the longest sitting African leaders, despite having promised publicly 
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not to run again as far back as 2006, speaks to the suggestion that he may go far in order to sustain 
his power. The long process up to the signing of the bill suggests that his true interest in fact lies 
within maintaining power on the local, regional and international level, and that the case of anti-
homosexuality became a hostage in this (Annex 4: 3). As such, even the post-colonial emancipation 
may not be a favored cause of his, as much as a strategy to take advantage of the popular movement 
in order to secure his own position.  
 
The discursive change can be perceived as a normative strategy within post-development theory. 
Museveni practices a more locally oriented discourse, as prescribed by this theory. One way this is 
evident is through his illustrating an enemy picture of homosexuals and the Global North, against 
which he and the Ugandan people can create a common national identification. This is necessary, as 
he withheld signing the bill at first and therefore, to diminish the presumption that he is more 
supportive of the Global North than of his own people, he chooses to alter his discourse radically to 
state his standpoint clearly. Through the selection of a certain concept such as homosexuality, 
Museveni chooses an area symbolizing the division between the Global North and Uganda. Therefore, 
anti-homosexuality can be seen as a catalyst exploited by Museveni to steadfast an emancipation from 
the Global North. 
 
Homosexuality: a Symbol of Emancipation? 
The symbolic value of homosexuality lies in the different values and meanings it is applied. 
Homosexuality today is experiencing an expanding understanding and liberation in parts of the Global 
North. Because of the global divide in opinion on homosexuality, this becomes a point against which 
nations create an identity. In large parts of the Global North, a consensus exists that freedom of sexual 
orientation is a normative, universal human right. Prohibiting and punishing an act of sexual liberty 
is therefore regarded as a breach of human rights. However, what must be taken into consideration is 
the definition of human rights, as these are coined by the Global North. In a post-development view, 
the imposition of these universal human rights is perceived as neocolonialism. Uganda conversely 
stands on its right to formulate its own human rights as befitting to its culture and heritage - thereby 
breaking free of what post-development theory regards as neocolonial bonds. 
 
Uganda signals independence within the international system by maintaining their anti-homosexual 
opinion, knowing that Northern aid agreements can be affected. The consequences of the country’s 
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decision affects the selectivity of choosing to donate and invest in Uganda. From being a donor-
darling in the eyes of the Global North Uganda comes to transcend an obstructionist image through 
the passing of the law and indicates emancipation from the influence of its donors. The question is 
whether this emancipation in reality will have such grave economic consequences. Knowing 
Uganda’s valuable geostrategic position to large-scale donors, such as the US, Museveni may feel 
favorably positioned and therefore stand steadfast in upholding principles.   
 
Though the passing of the law may be seen as a process working against the intentions of the Global 
North, it must be highlighted that the law was passed through a democratic election with a result 
predominantly favoring its pass. Relating to the second phase within conditional aid, where 
democracy and human rights were introduced, a dilemma has presented itself for the Global North. 
This passing can therefore be seen as a paradox for the Global North, as the procedure adapts, but the 
result does not. Had Museveni refused to sign the bill in order to meet the demands of the Global 
North he would have disobeyed the public and the Parliament, thereby ignoring the ground values in 
democracy.  
Bernt argues that the fight concerning human rights is not beneficial for any parts, as these are 
determined by the North and are thereby fundamentally different from the values of Uganda (Annex 
4: 8). On the other hand, the North should try to stress on the democratic system, which Uganda 
claims to have. Northern perspective entails the minority rights of, for instance homosexuals, and this 
is not taken into inclusion regarding the anti-homosexual law in Uganda.  
 
A connection between low morals and the Global North is connected through homosexuality and 
furthers to promote the image of them being an enemy of Uganda. Museveni’s discourse reflects and 
reconstitutes this, as he himself does not want to be excluded from the support of the people by 
indicating the development discourse he had pursued previously. Homosexuality becomes a catalyst, 
as well as a symptom, of a post-colonial emancipation formulated through post-development 
discourse.  
However, the fact that anti-homosexual legislation is a colonial remnant is interesting in regards to 
this presumption of an anti-homosexuality law being an emancipatory element. Safeguarding a law 
introduced by the people it is intending to separate from seems a paradox. The negative view towards 
homosexuality was implemented in African nations during colonization. On the other hand 
homosexual rights is still a discussed subject in the Global North, which makes the discussion upon 
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right and wrong more complex - maybe even double standard. In accordance with post-development 
theory, genuine independence is reached through redefining Eurocentric coined norms and values. 
Anti-homosexuality is originally based on the values promoted by the British colonizers. Therefore, 
post-colonial identity is not created as such, as these values still ground in the dislike towards 
homosexuality. In a post-development perspective, for Uganda to conduct an emancipation through 
anti-homosexual legislation can argue against obtaining genuine independence by this mean. 
Despite this, what needs to be taken into consideration is the historical development. The majority of 
the Global North has evolved their stand towards homosexuality, thereby differing from the values 
promoted during the colonial era. The contradiction between the previous colonizers and colonies 
therefore becomes symbolized through their current stand on homosexuality.  
 
This can lead one to wonder whether Museveni can be seen as a spokesperson and frontrunner for 
other post-colonial countries. Several countries from the African region already has outlawed 
homosexuality in different degrees, and is to some extent comparable with the Ugandan situation on 
aid matters. In the speeches, it could be argued that Museveni puts himself in a leading position of a 
regional identity constructed through the continual use of Africans and Pan-Africanism. Especially in 
regards to the anti-homosexually discourse emphasizing how Africans behave in opposition to the 
Western Culture. He is furthermore supported by the leading role he possesses in interregional 
collaborations, through which he expresses a wish for a regional strengthening.  
On the other hand, an argument can be made that the historical and economic settings of other 
countries in the region are so influential that the situations are not comparable. The historical meaning 
of Uganda as a donor darling stresses that there have been special favorable conditions for the 
relationships with certain donors. The anti-homosexuality conflict raises questions concerning the 
future strategy for Uganda in the international system. 
 
The future of foreign aid 
The consequence of the signing of the anti-homosexuality law has resulted in few bilateral donor 
redirecting the aid away from government and towards civil society. In the aspect of conditional aid, 
Uganda is a country with a large dependency on its donors in regards to industrial and economic 
development. Can Uganda therefore at all afford to decline the support of the Global North? Uganda 
will need to become more self-reliable or find investment from other sectors than that of the Global 
North’s government, institutions and organizations. 
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In relation to the Global North dilemma of democracy versus human rights, large parts of the Global 
North finds themselves inert as to taking action. Despite the many bilateral donors that have publicly 
condemned the law, very few have taken the economic consequences. A cause for this is how 
sanctions are usually a last resort for donors, cf. aid theory. 
Supposing that countries of the Global North act through Harrison’s rational-choice view, the public 
condemnation can in a larger part be seen as a message to domestic populations of the respective 
donor countries, than as a message to Uganda. This is to quell domestic criticism of the aid, not 
because the government possesses an altruistic belief in donating aid, but because it has national 
interests in maintaining the aid-relation. The Global North’s reaction is as such first and foremost to 
please their domestic population.  Though as this, for the most part, remains at rhetoric, from this 
albeit cynical view, one may conclude that what the Global North really fears is not the future for 
Ugandan homosexuals, as much as losing a valuable partner. 
 
Another conceivable reason for Museveni’s emancipation discourse, may be the increasing shift in 
the landscape of aid. South-South development collaboration is gaining way and becoming a tangible 
alternative to traditional conditionality aid. Especially China, which Museveni also mentions in his 
2011 speech, are active in Africa, offering aid on very different terms than those of the Global North. 
And since conditionality aid, or as Burnell calls it, new imperialism are what Museveni demonstrates 
a distancing from, the non-interference and mutual benefit alternative of non-DAC donors may add 
to the confidence in doing so. The principle of mutual benefit may appeal to recipient countries, as it 
does not feign altruistic motives. This is sharply contrasted by the conditionality of bilateral donors 
that are, as derived from aid theory, pushing countries like Uganda even further towards the posed 
alternatives. The question is whether this will pose as a general tendency across borders based on 
Uganda’s role as a frontrunner, as touched upon earlier. Is this break with conditionality and 
neocolonial imposition of values and culture indeed a symptom of a gradual alteration in the 
geography of global development cooperation, shifting the center towards the Global South?  
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Conclusion 
Two major discourses can be concluded through the analyses of the two speeches, which entail 
various sub-discourses. The development discourse is globally hegemonic, derives from the Global 
North, and is dominant in the 2011 speech, whereas the post-development discourse challenges this 
hegemony in trying to redefine development. It is dominant in the 2014 speech. 
 
The social practice and context surrounding each speech is explanatory for the use of discourse. Both 
discourses can be seen as an expression of Museveni’s accountability to different parties and personal 
motives; respectively as his personal wish to stay in presidency, and, prior to the signing of the bill, 
as an attempt to maintain his role  in the international system.  
As discourses both constitute and are constituted by their surroundings, speaking within the 
development discourse can as well be unconscious and unavoidable.  It is when Museveni deliberately 
speaks within the non-hegemonic discourse of post-development that the hegemony of development 
discourse is challenged. As such, breaking with the discourse of the Global North can therefore be 
seen as an emancipation in itself. 
 
By rejecting the human rights-based value system of the Global North, Museveni signals a desire to 
gain genuine independence from post-colonial structures. Museveni translates this by equaling the 
Global North with homosexuality and thereby making anti-homosexuality a symbol of emancipation.  
With this break Museveni positions Uganda differently in the international system, than as of before, 
as Uganda was historically a donor darling. Sharply put, the emancipation consequently brings with 
it a rejection of traditional donor ties and aid conditionality, which is regarded by Museveni as a new 
imperialism. An argument as to why this happens now may be the emerging alternative non-
interference aid of South-South development.  
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